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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-20 are pending for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-6, 1 1-14, 16-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Atkinson et al. US 20020087816 in view of Davis U.S. Patent 5,862,393. 

4. As per claim 1 , Atkinson et al. teach a method for improving the startup speed of a 
computer operating system from a suspended state to an active state [paragraph 0017, 0072], 
comprising: 

running a computer application in the operating system to capture a predetermined 
message issued by the computer operating system [inherent from paragraph 0069 1 ]; 

sending a command [inherent, a command is send from the CPU 130 to the algorithm 132 
of fig. 1], in response to the captured message, from the application to a device manager [132 fig. 
1] to turn the power off a device [memory page] to be powered down [paragraph 0069]. 

powering down the computer [inherent]; 



1 When Suspend or Hibernation is initiated, the algorithm 132 of fig. 1 then powers off one of the memory page. As 
such, there is a application operable to relate the message to the algorithm. 
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restarting the computer with device removed form the operating system [paragraph 0072- 
0074 2 ; paragraph 0083]; and 

reinstating the device after the computer has been restarted [paragraph 0072, 0083]. 

However, Atkinson et al. do not teach the sending a command, in response to the 
captured message, from the application to a device manager in the operating system to removed 
a device to be powered down, from the operating system. 

Davis teaches another system for managing power consumption of a computer by 
communication power management events to a removable device of the computer. Specifically 
Davis teaches 

running a computer application in the operating system to capture a predetermined 
message issued by the computer operating system [col. 9 lines 38-45]; 

sending a command, in response to the captured message, from the application to a 
device manager [power management module 24 fig. 2] in the operating system to remove a 
device to be powered down, from the operating system [fig. 4; col. 2 lines 48-65; col. 3 lines 26- 
37]. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to have modified the system of Atkinson et al. with the removal of a device from the operating 
system of David in response to the power down signal. 



2 Upon return to normal operation, the system delaying the restoration of system memory so that time and power 
may be save that would otherwise lost in a suspend/resume cycle; and addition, the system included a method to 
intercept any read or write cycles to pages of system memory that have not yet been restored. In the other word, the 
system resume from the suspend state with some of the memory pages still at off state (power off). 
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The advantages would be been to force the operating system to resume faster by not only 
delay the activation of the low priority memory page but also with other devices that have low 
priority. 

5. As per claim 2, Atkinson et al. teach the predetermined message is a suspend message 
[502 fig. 5]. 

6. As per claim 3, Atkinson et al. do not teach the suspend message is 

WM POWER BROADCAST. However, Atkinson et al. teach the algorithm, in response to the 
suspend message, the algorithm then powers off one of the device to be powered down; therefore 
it would have been obvious that Atkinson et al. teach the claimed message since the special 
signal does not alter the fundamental operation of the Atkinson et al. system. 

7. As per claim 4, Davis teaches the power manager and not the plug and play manager is 
responsible for remove the device be powered down. However, at the time the invention was 
made, it would have been an obvious matter of design choice to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art to modified the manager of Davis with the plug and play manager because applicant has not 
disclosed that plug and play manager provides an advantage, it used to a particular purpose, or 
solves a stated problem. One of ordinary skill in the art, further more, would have expected 
applicant's invention to perform equally well with either the manager of Davis or of the 
applicant because both operable to remove the device from the system. 
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8. 



As per claim 5, see discussion in claim 4. 



9. 



As per claim 6, see discussion in claim 4. 



10. As per claim 11, it is noted that the limitation do not substantially differ from claim 1 , 
with the exception for the limitation reciting running a computer "stack filter driver" to capture a 
predetermined message. As demonstrated previously, the combination of Atkinson et al. and 
Davis anticipated the limitation in claim 1 . 

In regard to the limitation stack filter driver, the system of Atkinson et al. modified by 
Davis does not disclose the running of a computer device stack filter driver to capture a 
predetermined message issued by the computer operation system. However, Davis teaches 
running an application to detect the message issued by the operating system. Therefore, the 
system of Davis includes the claimed running the filter driver which is well know in the art of 
computer system wherein the filter driver is usually positioned between the operating system and 
other controllers operable to intercepting communication between the operating system and other 
controller in the system. 

11. As per claim 1 2, see discussion in claim 2. 

12. As per claim 13, see discussion in claim 3. 

13. As per claim 1 1 , see discussion in claim 4. 



14. As per claim 16, Atkinson et al. teach a computer having improved startup speed from a 
suspend state to an active state comprising: 
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a microprocessor [130 fig. 1] being controller by an operating system; 

an application stored in a memory of the computer for running within the operating 
system to capture a predetermined message issued by the operating system [inherent 3 ], the 
application sending a command, in response to the captured message to a algorithm within the 
operating system [paragraph 0086] to power off a device to be powered down [paragraph 0069]; 

means for powering down the computer system [inherent]; 

means for restarting the computer with the device power off [paragraph 0072]; and 
means for reinstating the device after the computer has been restarted [paragraph 0072- 

0074]. 

Atkinson et al. do not teach expressly the removal of a device to be powered down from 
the operating system and reinstating the device after the computer has been started. 

Davis teaches another system for managing power consumption of a computer by 
communication power management events to a removable device of the computer. Specifically 
Davis teaches 

in response to the predetermined message issued by the operating system, the power 
management module remove a device to be powered down, form the operating system [fig. 4]; 

means for reinstating the device in the operating system [fig. 5; col. 10 lines 1-20]. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to have modified the system of Atkinson et al. with the removal of a device from the operating 
system of David in response to the power down signal. 



see footnote 1 . 
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The advantages would be been to force the operating system to resume faster by not only 
delay the activation of the low priority memory page but also with other devices that have low 
priority. 

15. As per claim 1 7, see discussion in claim 2. 

16. As per claim 1 8, see discussion in claim 3. 

1 7. As per claim 1 9, see discussion in claim 24. 

1 8. As per claim 20, the system of Atkinson et al. modified by Davis teach the computer 
having improved startup speed fro a suspended state to an active state. Therefore, Atkinson et 
al./Davis teach a computer program stored on computer readable media to operate the computer. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

1 9. Claims 7-10,15 objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vincent T. Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272-7210. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas c. Lee can be reached on (57 1)272-3667. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Vincent Tran. 
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